
Northwest Forest Practices Reglation 
and Forest Management Certification 

By STEVERSON 0. MOFFAT AND specific:~lI!. for \niall u-oc~ilI:lniI o ~ v n -  

FREDERICK W. CUBBAGE er.;. ii'e \\.?re intci.c\tcil iii finding out 
ho\i, eai! i t  \\.ouiil hi. l'or ~nia l l  lvood- 

n the Unitetl State\. sr~\t:~in:lhle 
foi.cstry certification I,i.ogi.nnis and 
sustainable forestr) psoof-of-per- 

formiuice progrrtmb ha\-e noiv enrolled 
nearly 36 percent of the nation's tini- 
berland\. Ho~vever, o~i ly  the American 
Tree F2u.m System 11ncl the Nntional 
\\'oocll:lnd O~vner-s A\\ociation's Green 
l i ly t'orestry pro91~~1i i  ill.c tasgeted 

l ~ i ~ i ~ i  on.ne~.\ io n~cct ilie ~-c i l r~i~-c~i ie~i ts  
not only ol'the\e t u . ~  program\. hut 
r11h0 o f  the A"\meric;~n i:orc\t i1ni1 Paper 
Associatioil'> Suitninahlc l-orc\t~.y 
Initiati\.e. the R~tini'ol-e,t Al1i;lnce's 
Smrtrt\\i>ocl jxogsani 2nd Scientific 
Certificarioii S>.stcrii'i (SCS)  Forest 
Con\er\.ation 17rograni. 7;) tlo this, we 
nc?ilc.cl to ci?~lipai-c rii;tnagcmcrlt prac- 

CAN YOU TELL THAT THIS PROPEIWY 
HAS BEEN LOGGED? 

Yes! Mociem logging practices have changctf in recent years,  p n r r i y  clue to environ- 
mental issues and because privare landowiiers are more aware of tile pr,ict~ca! and  
aesthetic issues involved with land rnanagerncnt. Ar \X1a5hirlgror~ T~r~i!~rlc~ird 
Management, Inc., we cot-icenrrare on the private lat~downcr's pr)3!s frx thetr property. 
Are you  clearirlg for development in the future  or managing your  laricis f o r  t i r i ~ l v r  

proclucrion for profir? Are you aware  of all  the st:>re rcquirc;ncr-its f o r  environniental  
wildlife trees, greenl~lc.~ and buffer zones? 

WThl  can help you  make your  goals conic true. We krlou. the sr;ite 311.1 icdcrnl 
regularions governi[-ig land managcrnent. LY'c can prcdi~ce a forc5tT ni;~n;igcti~erir 
plan,  contracr the work and have a n  end result that will rneer y o u r  goals. Iiyot~r 
intenr is personal economic ,growth, for yours K~KJ fu tvre  gcticrarior-is, cornixirlcd with 
environmental and  aesthetic concerns, call uc tod~y. 

In UTashington I ) [ )  1~) ' .  1 3 0  
Ruc~nrts l I I I ~ ~ ~ I ,  \\ .\ 9b592 
~ m c e  Timberland 1 \clt),;T 5-079 j 

1970 Management, Inc. \ \ \ \ \ I  .\\ t l i l t  I i'r'\.cr)nl 
( J ' \ l \  1 i ' l l l ~ , ~ l l ,  I)re,. 

tices typical of lando~vriers in different 
regions of the United States. 

1-Io~veve~; no single ninn, g CI ement 
regime can be termed typical for any 
one st:tte, let alone region. Management 
intensity differs among landowners, as 
do the primary management objectives, 
types of species grown, rotation age, 
internietfiate treatments (if any), harvest 
methods and a host of other considera- 
tions (climate, rainfall anci site quality, 
for exa~nple). We chose to focus on 
management constraints. These con- 
straints come in two forms: ( I )  what 
forest landowners are required to do by 
state law, arid (2) \that forest landown- 
ers are required to do when they pnrtici- 
pate in forestry assistance programs. 

There are regional differences - 
between state I-egulatory pi-ograms. In 
general, there are fewer forestry regula- 
tions of any kind in the South. States 
in the Intermountain West employ a 
mix of permit-based conipliar~ce sys- 
tems and specific practices acts, while 
more of the Lake States augment their 
permit-bused compliance systems with 
tax relief progranis. In  the Northeast, 
niany states utilize permit-bnsecf 
approaches. ancl a few states liave com- 
prehensive forest practices laws. 
Finally. slates in the Pacific Nor-th~+,est 
deruonstrate the most extensive use of 
comprehensive fosest practices laws. 
All other things being equal, these reg- 
~llator), programs set the mininirtni 
stantlard for hi-cstry practices in the 
.jurisclictions \vliel-e they al~ply and 
mantlate the practices forest Inndo~vn- 
ers m nu st utilize. As such, they will be 
usecl to repl-esent "mandated" forest 
mana~ement  in this article. 
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Regulations alone do not encom- 
pass the fill1 breadth of state forestry 
guidelines, hoit'ever. I n  a broad sense, 
voluntary and regulatory Best 
hlanngement Practices (BMPs), com- 
bined with Stewardship guidelines, 
represent state-sponsored efforts for 
sustainable forestry. While not ever). 
lantlo\vner practices forestry to the 
stnnclarcls set forth by state programs, 
i t  is reasonable to assume that a 
lancloivner interested in certification 
would meet the conditions stipulated 
by RMPs as well as be enrolled in a 
state's Stetyardship Program. A11 other 
things being equal, BMPs and 
Stewarclship guidelines together offer a 
high, but attainable, standard for forest 
management in each state, and will 
represent "conibined" management 
practices fix the purposes of this paper. 

We divided the United States into 
tive regions: Northeast, South, Lake 
States, Intermountain West and Pacific 
NOI-thwest. We selectecl one state to 
serve as a proxy for each region based 
on the importance of for-estry to its 
region, the distribution of small woocl- 
land owners in the state, and how rep- 
rcsentittive the state is to the overall 
I-cgulittory characteristics of its region. 
IJsing these criteria, we selected 
l'ei~nsylvania, Georgia, Wisconsin, 
Montana and Oregon to rcprcscnt their 

respective regions. However. for the 
purposes of this article. we will only 
look at Montana and Oregon. 

State Regulatory Programs, 
Voluntary BMP Programs and 
Stewardship Programs 

Seventeen regulatory, quasi-regulato- 
ry and voluntary elements were identi- 
fied through analysis of tlie five states' 
programs. These incliided Inanagernerlt 
plans; harvest plan% road, skid trail, har- 
vesting methods. and streamside regula- 
tions and guidelines; and clearcutting, 
endangered species habitat, burning, 
herbicide, reforestation. and aesthetic 
regulations and guidelines. 

Under the mandated scenario, 
Oregon's comprehensive forest law 
addressed 16 of the 17 elements. and 
Montana met 9 of 17. When voluntary 
RMP guidelines were included with the 
~nandatory elements, Oregon still met 
the most with 16 of the 17, and 
Montana rnet 13 of the 17. Including 
Ste\varciship Incentive Program ele- 
ments, the combined scenario added 3 
new elements \.r.hile augmenting the 17 
regu1ato1-jr/BhlP ele~nents described 
above. Stewarclship elements addressed 
timber, soil, water, \vildlife ant1 fisheries 
m;uiagement; recreational uses, aesthetic 
attributes, forest henltli and endangered 
spccies. IJncier- the "coriibirlecl" see- 

* Logging (low-impact) 
Land Clearing-road building 
Pre-commercial thins 

* T~mber cniising 

(25.1) 843-1963 (office) 
Roj ,  WA 98.580-03 (753) 3 1 8-2445 (cell) 

nario. Oregon niet 20 o f  the 20 elements 
and Montana I .i of tlie 20. 

Standards and Certificdon Guidelines 
Although each certification group 

has slightly difftrerit guitlelines, groups 
of "program elements" that contain a 
number of recjuisrments could be iden- 
tified (Table I ).  Operational Attributes 
included manasenlent plans and land 
records; Timber Manusernent and 
Environmental Impacts are self- 
explanatory; Conimunit~. and Efficiency 
include factors associated Lvith being a 
good neighbor: and Chain of Custody is 
tracking the log to the sau.nlill to the 
final prociuct. In  general, S~nartWood 
and Scientific Certification S\.btems had 
a greater number of strict requil-ements 
in all program elenicnts. Green Tag 
was less strict. and tlie Silstitin:tble 
Forestry Initiative anti Tl-ee Farrn 
Systeni provided the niost flexibility in 
their standards. 

- CONTI.1'1IED O,\' I?-IGE .30 - 

/ Thinking about 1 
I Certification? I 

-- we've 
the f; 

please 
contact: 

FSC US 
1 155 30th Street N'N 
Suite 300 
Washington, C)C 20007 

Ti? 202.342.041 3 
ili 202 342.6589 
v1c3 w~riw.fscus.oiq 
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Washington Farm Forestry Association 
annual meeting, May 10- 12, Red Lion 
Hotel, Kelso, Wash. Contact Ncls 
I-Ianson, 360-933-3875. 

Oregon SAF annual meeiing, Map 17- 
18, Corvaliis, Ore. Contact: I..eslic 
Batten at 503-295-4024. Ieslieh@s\vift- 
net.com. 

Thinning ... Why? Variable Retention 
Harvesting ... What's Ahead? cospo~zsore 
by the SAF Portlartd Cl~apter, OSU 
E.rtension, Ilbrlri Forestry Center, 
Iksterrz Forestry and Conser-vation 
Associntioir, May 2 I ,  \Vorld Forectry 
Center, Portland, Ore. Contact: Chal 
Landgren at 503-397-3462 or 
chal.landgren@orst.edu. 

Washington State SAF annual meeting, 
May 23-25, Shilo Inn, Ocean Shores, 
Wash. Contact: Nancy Peckman, gene 
chair, 360-537-8285. 

Label Comprehension, June 5 and 7, 
Cherneketa Community College, Sale 
Ore. To register, call 503-399-5139. 
program information, contact Craig 
Anderson at 503-399-6565. 

hedsion Forestry Symposium, June 18- 19 
Sezzttle, \fk~sh. Contact: College of Forest 
Resources at 206-543-0867, \v\r\s.cti. 
~vasliingloti.ed~~/i~~~L~'ei~~~~lcc.cal.ht~~il. 

Western Circle of Stewards, The Way 
Good Foresiry Ought to Be: Fun, 
Informative, Profitable, Junc ? 1-73, 
Cisp~rs L.rarning Center, Rantlle. Wash. 
For information, call 800-376-8733 or 
visit ~~\v~.nationaIforestr .~~.net/  
sut?jects.asp?topic=ste~v:trJs, 

Eastern Washington Forest Owners Field 
Day, Junc 23, Okanopan Ccxinty, M'l~sh. 
Contaci: Steve Gibhs at 800-577-3305 or 
steve.gi hhs @\ratlnr.gov. 

Western Washington Forest Owners Field 
Day, September 8, Whatcorn County. 
Cont:~ct: Stc'vc Ciibbs at 800-527-3305 or 
steve.gibl)t Cn'\vatlnr.~ol,. 

. ~ ' C > I I ( /  ~ ( i le t~di ir  i r i~ t i~ ,~  ro il i f ,  edi~ot; 
K o ~ - t / l l ~ ~ < ~ , ~ l  ~\~?)ocil~ltlfl.~, 40.33 S\\' c ~ i t l ~ ~ o t f  
I<(/ . ,  Pot.rltrrtr1, O/i 9722/:,fii.\ -TO.?-226- 
2515; oiiciil rcl c o r . @ . s ~ ~ i i i i ~ ( j  . J 

- C O A ' W U E D  FRO 11 1 X G L  29 - ~ i ~ d i ~ ~ ~  

Mandcrted a d  Combined Management Under mandated management, 
8 S-r& Cert i f idon  Prm-s landon ners in Oregon (arrd by proxy ., 

Table 1 illustrates the number of 
program elements and how many [{'ere 
met by selected state approaches. Two 
comparisons are made: ( I ) between 
mandated management-what forest 
landowners are required to do-and (2) 
between combined management-what 
forest landowners are a150 encouraged 
to do by voluntary BMPs and Steward- 
ship Programs. 

other landowners in the Pacific 
Northwest) have the fewest gaps between 
what they are required to do to meet state 
regulations and what the sustainable 
Soresti-)' standards and certification 
groups require, and most likely, lower 
costs if they want to meet the require- 
ments to get their land certifieci. This 
advantage persists under combined man- 
agement, but by a n~uch lesser degree. 
The advantages to owners in the Pacific 
Northnw are accrued primnrily under 

Table 1. 
I 

Mandated Management 
Number of Requirements and Type of Program 

Element 
Number Met 

i / Montana / Oregoli 

7 Operational Attributes 1 1 2 1  

12 Timber Management 5 1 8  
12 Environmental Imoacts 3 6 

I 9 Cornrnunitv and Efficiencv I O I l I  
Chain-of- Custody - - 

1 Combined Management 
Number of Requirements and Type of Program Number Met 

Element 

1 7 O~erational Attributes 1 2  3 1  

L- 12 Timber Management 7 I 10  1 
12 Environmental Inlpacts 5 9 

9 Cornrniinity and Efficiency 0 2 

Forest Stev.,ardship Plans 

FOREST CONSERVATION SYSTEMS 

FRANK C. SHIRLEY 
18219 So Vair~hn Road. KPN 

Vaiigliri VIA 98394 
(253) 88-1-2283 ' 1-800-404-2283 
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the timber management and environmen- 
tal impacts program elements. Oregon's 
comprehensive forest practices law 
addresser 8 of the 12 timber management 
standarclc and certification criteria, and 6 
out of the 12 environmental impacts cri- 
teria I). Other regulatory 
app~oachec (mandatory BMPs, p e n i t -  
based reg~~lation and streamside Inanage- 
ment laus) ar utili~ed in Montana met 5 
of the 12 timber management criteria and 
3 of the 12 environmental criteria, leav- 
ing substantial gaps for landowners to fill 
in both p rosam elements. 

No appreciable advantage exists for 
landowners in the re~naining three stan- 
ciards and certification program ele- 
ments. For the most part, regulatory 

1 4s TreeiNorthwest . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  3 
AKS Forestry and Engineering ............. .24 
Aldrich Berry Farm . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  .12 
Arbortec Industries . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  .8 

. . . . . . . .  Aspen Forest Conservation Systems .30 
Assisi Software . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  .6 

. . . . . . . .  Association of Consulting Foresters .23 
BASF . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  .16-17 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  Bob's Timber Cutting .19 
Burns &Williams . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  .7 
D.L. Phipps Forest Nursery ................. .22 
Forest Stewardship Council . . . . . . . . . . .  .14 & 29 
Future Forestry Products . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  .4 
GeneTechs . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  .30 
Gulley Logging . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  .29 
Hanipton Tree Farms, lnc. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  .4 

. . . . .  Individual Tree Selection Manayement .14 
. . . . . . . . .  Integrated Resoirrce Management .10 
. . . . . . . . .  lnternatiurrdl Forestry Consultants .22 

Interstate Land &Timber . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  .18 
Paul Janieson.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  .4 
Log Lines . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  .27 
Loucks Forestry . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  .7 
Litsignan Forestry.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  .27 
MAP, Inc. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  .ll 
N~emi Forestry.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  .28 
Northwest Forestry Services . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  .26 
Northwest Hardwoods . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  .20 
Northwest Management . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  .23 
Pence Contracting . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  .31 
Plant Pro-Tec . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  .Back Cover 
Professional Forestry Services . . . . . . . . . . . . .  . I  5 
Progressive Forestry Services . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  .5 
Scandinavian Forestry Tech . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  .I 8 
Schoppert Logging . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  . I  8 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  Silvaseed Company .19 
Stihl Northwest.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  .13 
Stuntzner Engineering & Forestry . .  .Back Cover 
Sustainable Forestry Initiative . . . . .  .Back Cover 
TimberNet . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  .10 
Tree Management Plus . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  .12 
uAP T~niberland . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  .31 
Wlasliington Timberland Management . . . . .  .28 
warren Weathers . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  .9 
~v i Ib~r -E l l~s  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  .3 
~tlbur-ElIislPlantskydd . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  .25 
Maurice Willlamson . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  . l Q  
woodland Management . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  .21 

programs neither require the type of 
infom~ation stip~llated by the operational 
attributes and the community 
relatiol~s/operationd efficiency guide- 
lines; nor do states 11ionito1- the chain-of- 
custody. Again, Oregon landowners 
have a slight advantage in meeting oper- 
ational attributes guidelines due to the 
requirerl~ents that they have rnanage- 
rnent plans and file notice with the state 
prior to engaging in forestry activities. 

No appreciable aclvantages exist in 
either state for any of the program ele- 
~nents under the combined management 
scenario. As a general rule, Oregon 
landowners have the fewest gaps to fill. 
In the table, Montana landowners 
appear to be limited, but this is due to 
Montana's approach to Stewardship that 

Stewardship Programs are enough 
alike to result in a level playing field 
for landowners in the Pacific 
Northwest and 1ntermoAtain West. 

This also suggests that s~~stainable 
forestry stantlards and certification 
organizations wrill need to reduce direct 
and indirect costc to small landowriers 
ancl de\lelop ways to increase benefits 
to attract a significant number of farni- 
ly forest owners to their pro, oranls. 
Sustrtinability continues to be an 
important issue in forest management, 
however, and interest in verifying the 
quality of forest management in the 
United States is increasing. Time will 
tell if standards and certification, as 
cunently defined, will prove effective 
as an approach for small landobvners. II 

provides a high degree of discretion to 
STEVERSON 0. MOFFAT is rr policj 

landowners, rather than omissions in 
~ i l ~ ! ) . s t f i r  tlze USDA Forest Seri9ice in 

their Stewardship program. As with 
Nelc* Orleails, Lo~risinna. He car7 be niandated management practices, none 
rmclzed at stilc>ffcrt@$~.f.d.~(.s. 

of the combined practices address chain- 
FREIIERICK Ff'. CUBBAGE is professor 

of-custody criteria. 
crizd Ilearl, Dcpartmei7r of Forestt:\; NC 

Conclusions St~rte Utlivr~mit~; R N I P ~ ~ I I ,  h1C. 

Our results indicate that a regional 
advantage in certification exists for 
owners in the I'acific North~vest as far 
as the manclntcci management scenario Don Pence, Forester, (208) 667-2796 (homeifax) 
is concerned. (This s~lggests that they Ned Pence, Forester 

are bearing greater manclatcd costs Arleen Pence, Business Manager 

no%,.) Vol~tntary BMPs and 

1 1 Please call Ken Seppa or  Bruce Kelpsas 1 (1 
503-678-9000 

I4075 NE Arndt Rd., Aurora, OR 97002 
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DARE TO COMPARE? 
Tllir crt~ic lp explores ~t hrther- certain Nortlnr~cst stcrter '  regulation^ cnrz trulj 
~ I P  cott~l)irt-ecl I \  it17 eacll otlzet; crrld alro prot3ides bcrckgrour~cl otr the histor) of 
strrte forest prnctice r actr in t/ze region. 

FOREST PRACTICES TRENDS AND NEGATIVE EFFECTS 
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BY JOHN ERIXSON 

"WOODSY WEIRDOS," POLITICS AND FORESTS IN 
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711~ politico/ r?rnkc.rtl~ of IcIcdzo, Ilhnrcrnn, Orrgolz nrlrl 11/N\l7i1zgtor1 is cIz(II?~cI, )t,ifh 
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BY WILLIAM M. LUNCH 

COMPARISON OF RIPARIAN PROTECTION STANDARDS 
I)c.tclil ir p~nr itlocl, ~t'ltlz rlze (lid of toblcr, or7 cilfj~rrrirr.~ in ttrrte str.e)atilride 
~ ~ ~ c ~ ~ ~ ~ g ~ t i ~ c ~ t l t  ~ztlil I ~ ( I \ ~ C  twc req~llr~>tt~eirtr. 
BY JIM COLLA 

STATE PAYS SMALL FOREST LANDOWNERS FOR TREES 
Tlrr Ilicz\llitzLqto~l St(rtc~ DNIi 11n5 ln~rtzcllc~l n rlrw progrcltn to hell1 latlclort*tlets 
c~trtlroc~ rr1c tcwritlg t (~g111~tot  \ cl1mlg~1 I-LIICI out if o ~ l  elrr(lllf\ fit- 111~' 
lotcctt \ Rrp(rt-rrlr1 E(rrc~trlc~t1t P I O R ~ ~ I I I I .  
BY KIRK HANSON 

MANAGING VOLE DAMAGE 
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trrttl t ~ r l r l t \  \ r  rtll r rrr rorrr 1 ole-corittal r??~tllo~i\ 
: BY KIM WAGNER CASE STUDY BY STU GOLDSTEIN 
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